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MORE FAUCHARD ARTICLES 
R/ Revue francaise D'Odonto-Stomatologie (Vol. VIII, Feb. 1961) 
devotes four articles to the memory of Fauchard on the occasion 
of the Paris celebration July 1 and 2, 1961. M. Georges Dagen, un- 
doubtedly the foremost student of Fauchard, examines four hypothe- 
ses on "Obscure points in the life of Fauchard" (p. 170-178). He 
introduces his subject by quoting an anonymous author in defense of 
verifying even unlikely hypotheses. This philosophy is M. Dagen's 
justification for the hypotheses which he examines. 


M. Dagen first asks, "Did Fauchard ever go to America?" This hy- 
pothesis was suggested by the editor's criticism of Dr. Buhler for 
saying "Fauchard visited America...." and implying that this was 
“early in the nineteenth century." (Bulletin Vol. VII, No. 11.) 


The editor subscribes to M. Dagen's philosophy with one reservation. 
Unless a hypothesis has some presumption in its favor, it is hardly 
worth testing. There are too many conceivable conjectures. The 
hypothesis suggested by Dr. Buhler did not spring from even the 
slightest knowledge or probability. It was inspired by ignorance, 
and may well have been suggested by confusing Fauchard with another 
French dentist who was in America in the early years of the nine- 
teenth century--James Gardette. M. Dagen's speculation rests on 
the still unsubstantiated assumption that Fauchard may have been an 
apprentice surgeon on a French vessel that touched the American 
coast. If Fauchard ever was an apprentice surgeon, it must have 
been before 1696 when Fauchard was eighteen years old. In 1696 he 
appeared, from a recorded case history, to be a competent dentist, 
and in the preface of his book (1728) he said that he had a prac- 
tice of "nearly thirty years." Certainly, it was not Georgia 
(about which Dr. Buhler was writing) that could have been visited 
by a French naval vessel, since Georgia was not founded until 1733. 


M. Dagen's second question is, "Did Fauchard in his youth practice 
other professions than dentistry?" His third question is, "Did 
Fauchard intend to quit his profession?" The fourth question is 


with regard to the possibility that one Clairet was a pupil of 
Fauchard's. 


M. Dagen finishes his article by confessing that none of the 


hypotheses examined is proved. The editor cannot help feeling that 
M. Dagen, of whom he has the highest opinion, intended his article 
to be only an exercise in historical logic without any expectation 
of proof. This seems to be intimated in his concluding sentence, 
"It is to be wished that inquiring minds prove more solid conjec- 
tures and arrive at real discoveries." 


The other articles are: "Fauchard's Disease," by P. A. Chaput 

(p. 179-193), "“Fauchard, Pediodontist," by A. Besombes (p. 194-203), 
"The Beginning of Fixed Prostheses," by L. J. Cecconi (p. 204-207). 
The material for all these articles is taken from Fauchard's 
Chirurgien Dentiste. 


J. Menzies Campbell contributes an article on Pierre Fauchard to 
The Dental Practitioner and Dental Record (11:330-333 June 1961). 


K. F. Hoffmann also contributes an article on Fauchard to Zahnarzt- 
liche Praxis (12:156 July 1, 1961) entitled "Parisian Wundarzte and 
Dentistry." 


MORE ABOUT IMPLANTS 

R/ H. V. de Cuyper is the author of an article on "La technique 
des implants sous-periostes," (The Technique of Subperiosteal Im- 
plants) in Le technicien belge en prothése dentaire (January-March 
1961, p. 11-31). The historical part which occupies the first six 
pages gives several references to early implants of all sorts not 
found in other accounts. De Cuyper classifies implants: (1) im- 
plants totally included within the bone or, in other words, surgi- 
cal implants supplying lost bone and not communicating with the 
mouth; (2) implants partially included within the bone and communi- 
cating with the mouth; (3) intraosseous implants including artifi- 
cial constructions planted in natural or artificial sockets; (4) 
transosseous implants transversing the alveolar process for the pur- 
pose of supporting dentures. De Cuyper in error ascribes Beaupreau's 
transosseous implant to the year 1850 which should be 1769. These 
implants are all methods of surgical retention. 


Attention has already been called in the Bulletin to articles by 
Marziani in International Dental Journal (4:459-481 June 1954); by 
Izikowitz in Svensk Tandl&dkara-Tidskrift (54:51-57 Feb. 1961); and 
by Denton in Illinois Dental Journal (8:328-333 August 1939). Ample 
bibliography is given in the latter three articles. 
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